Documents A-6 and H-69 are Identical . This document is a two page 
Memorandum for the File dated 1/30/63 prepared by George B. Tilroe, 

Inspector, Baltimore District. 

This memorandum describes the inspector’s interview with a specific 
individual about specific incidences involving the Church of Scientology 
and certain persons associated with the organization. 

This document is released with deletions. In paragraph 1 on page 1, the 
deleted portions on lines 1, 2, and 5 contain the name and address of 
one specific individual, which if released would constitute an unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy and disclose the identity of a confidential 
source. The deleted portion in line 4 consists of a description of a 
specific event, which if released would constitute an unwarranted invasion 
of personal privacy and disclose the identity of a confidential source. 

This portion is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D). 

In paragraph 2, the deleted portion on line 1 contains the name and an 
identifying characteristic of the individual, which if released would 
constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy and disclose the 
identity of a confidential source. This portion is exempt under 5 
U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D). The deleted portions in lines 2-11 describe in 
detail a specific event involving the individual mentioned in line 1 and 
the Church of Scientology and individuals associated with that organ¬ 
ization. These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(6)(7)(C)(D), 
because release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy and disclose the identity of a confidential source. 

Paragraphs 3 and 4 are deleted in their entirety because they contain 
detailed descriptions of events, which if released would constitute an, 
unwarranted invasion of personal privacy and disclose the identity of a 
confidential source. These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D). 
In paragraph 1 on page 2, the deleted portion on line 1 contains the 
name of the individual previously deleted from paragraph 1 on page 1. 

The deleted portions from sentence 2-14 contain detailed information and 
description of a specific event involving the individual mentioned in 
sentence 1 and persons associated with the Church of Scientology. These 
portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D), because release 
would constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy and disclose 
the identity of a confidential source. 




Paragraph 2 is deleted in its entirety because it contains confidential 
information in regard to the incident that was deleted in the paragraph 
above. This portion is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D), because 
release would constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy and 
disclose the identity of a confidential source. 

In paragraph 3, the deleted portions in lines 1 and 5 contain the names 
of two specific individuals, which if released would constitute an 
unwarranted invasion of personal privacy and would also disclose the 
identity of a confidential source. These portions are exempt under 5 
U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D). The deleted portions from lines 2-5 contain 
confidential information supplied by a confidential source. This portion 
is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D). 

In paragraph 4, lines 1-3 contain specific information provided by a 
confidential source. Release of this portion would constitute an 
unwarranted invasion of personal privacy and disclose the identity of a 
confidential source. This portion is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D). 
The deleted portion on line 4 contains the name of a specific individual. 
This portion is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D), because release 
would disclose the identity of a confidential source. 

In paragraph 5, the deleted portions in lines 1, 3, and 4 contain names 
of two specific individuals who are considered as confidential sources. 

The release of these portions would constitute an unwarranted invasion 
of personal privacy and disclose the identity of a confidential source. 

These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D). The deleted 
portions in lines 2 and 3 contain confidential information furnished by 
one of the confidential sources. This portion is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 
552(b)(7)(C)(D), because release would constitute an unwarranted invasion 
of personal privacy and disclose the identity of a confidential sources 

In paragraph 6, the deleted portion contains the name of a specific 
individual, which if released would disclose the identity of a confidential 
source. This portion is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D). 
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L. Ron Hubbard 

Founding Church of Scientology 
Distribution Canter Inc 
The Hubbard Guidance Center 
Etc., Washington, D. C. 


January 30, 1963 


KSI-iOSAHDUH FOR FILS 

On Janu a ry 29 I in terviewed! . Attorney, with offices 

atf . • .. = .■ .. . • /was re¬ 

ferred to me 07 firs. Sisk of the General CounseJL's office as in indiv¬ 
idual who had been connected with: ' L. Ron HubbardP J<r„- 

. ■ supplied the following information. 

- . • ~ „' be cane close 

friends with Hr. L. Ron Hubbard some tine in 1953. Mr. Hubbard became 

for Mr. Hubbard*s use in the 

related firms of the Founding Church cf Scientology. • - 

.-• Mr. Hubbard . . . 

^* ^ UJ bard suggested that Wv.™:*** .... ’ 

. '' fe. Hubbard.^ *. • • 

v '' •••?.:!' '• • ••• 

Mr-. Hubbard bid .V" iu c-id ' 
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_ ' was able to determine that Hr. Hubbard would be in 

the Washington area| 


These included the rounding Church of Scientology of the District of 
Columbia, the Founding Church of Scientology of Hew York, Mary Sue 
Hubbard, L. Ron Hubbard and Marilyn Routsong. Upon, confronting Ur. 
Hubbard with the • 

V 1 _ Ron Hubbard, Kary Sue 

Hubbard, Uarilyn Eoutsong and a few other Individuals who were in ac- 
ccspaninent with Hr. Hubbard.* •TTV’yh:- 


then cade arrangements with.” 

for Hr. Hubbard, to ta>? Hr. Hubbard’s deposition, 

ut was unable to contact Ur. Hubbard, 
he confronted "and was told that he had not issued the 

required legal papers in order to obtain this deposition. 


still intends to contact Ur. Hubbard for deposition after 
filing the proper legal forms. This case is still outstanding. Ho trial 
has been held; hovever, several motions have been filed. 


stated that ( 

join the Founding Church of Scientology \[ 


va3 required to 


‘ offered to ac¬ 
company cs on an interview vLth s . . vbo he felt would be able 

to supply much information about the Founding Church and other organisa¬ 
tions of L. Ron Hubbard, and who would be a very willing witness if 
needed in any court case. 


I intend to interview; 


at my nertopportunity. 



1/30/63 


Gdcxge D. Tilroe 
Inspector, Baltimore District 

































4-093 V L. Hon Hubbard 

E meter Founding Church of Scientology 

FDC 43405 Distribution Center Inc 

The Hubbard Guidance Center 
Etc., Washington, D. C. 


January 30, 1963 

MBMOBANDBM FOR FILE 


Gn January 29 I interviswed^Kr. Malcolm Houston^ Attorney/with offices 
at (lOlO Vermont Avenue, N. W. , Washington, D. C. Fir. Houston/lwaa re¬ 
ferred to me by Mrs. Sisk of the General Counsel's office as On indiv¬ 
idual who had been connected within,assault /bjfjL. Ron Hubbard,' .Mr. 
^Houston)supplied the following information. 

£Mr. Joseph Ettelsaan, owner c£ a jewelry manufacturing plant) became close 
friends with Hr. L. Ron Hubbard sometime in 1958. Mr. Hubbard became 
g('a“partner with'Hr“Ettalsnanrih”- this'jewelry'manufacturihg'~operatibn~and 
*/suppiimd-Etteiiaan-with-credit'of“$ 5070007 i> '-Tha-jewelry-fira-waS-to-maka 
^pendants-containing' 3 igns-of-tha. Zodias7for Mr. Hubbard's use in the 
b related firms of the Founding Church of Scientology, fjijiese pendants were 
to be given to the auditors depending upon their progress and status in 
the organization. The various Zodiac symbols would indicate their status. 
Mr. Ecteloan was also supplied with money for down payment on manufac¬ 
turing equipment by]Mr. Hubbard. £As Hr. Ettelman had difficulty with 
the IRS,) Mr. Hubbard suggested that/the property of the jewelry firm be 
sold tojMr. Hubbard.-’ ^msediately upon the sale the property was/leased 
on a five-year basis back to Hr. Joseph Ettelman. Difficulties then arose 
when]Hr. Hubbard Reclined to make further payment on the machinery which 
he had supplied the down payment for and Mr. Ettelman had various suits 
//outstanding for the claisw ... 

[A- Mi3S Marilyn Routsong then filed a complaint for the Founding Church 
of Scientology against {Mr. Ettelman?on the basis that the contract for 
the sale of the property was made under falsa pretense. The contract 
indicates in fine print, that the property was free and clear.// The 
Founding Church claimed that they had no contact with (Mr. Ettelman) other 
thar./Fbe sale of this property. /This charge was filed in Hyattsville, 

( Md. on July 20, 1959^ 

(Mir. Ettelman was placed in jail three different times and each time was 
/released on. bond which bond was increased in value up to $4,000. He was 
[then indicted'at Grand Jury in Upper Marlboro, Md. end found not guilty. 
(Attorney Houston)then obtained a complaint of false arrest which was 
(filed in the District of Columbia on January 4, I960 and i 3 referenced 
Us DC 14-60. 
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Attorney Houstoi^was able to determine that Mr. Hubbard would be in ' 
the Washington area [on January 4 and that he was living at the Shoreham? 
Hotel under an assumed name of Jamas Olsen. Attorney Houston and a 
process server, Mrs. Cynthia Steketee Harrison, proceeded to the Shoreham 
Hotel to servo the papers on five separate individuals or organisations ,J$‘ 
These included the Founding Church of Scientology of the District of 
Columbia, the Founding Church of Scientology of New York, Mary Sue 
Hubbard, L. Ron Hubbard and Marilyn Routsong. Upon confronting Mr. 

Hubbard with thefpaper3 Mrs. Harrison's hand3 were slapped and the papers? 
were strewn to tnh floor, on five separata occasions. A fight then 
developed amongst Mr. Houston, Mrs. Harrison J Ron Hubbard, Mary Sue **■ 
Hubbard, Marilyn Routsong and a few other individuals who were in ac- ' 
corspaniment with Mr. Hubbard. {Attorney Houston states that Marilyn-'’ 

1 Routsong pounced upon him, scratched and kicked like a wild caO 


^Eventually the fight broke up and the papers were given to Mr. Hubbard 
las he entered an elevator. . He again knocked them to the floor but was 
/ informed that the papers had been served. 


^Mr. Houston)then made arrangements withAttorney James Donovan who was' 
handling the case)for Mr. Hubbard, to taky Mr. Hubbard's /deposit ion 
london, England. This was by Gentleman's Agreement. Hr. Houston traveled 
to England?but was unable to contact Hr. Hubbard. ^Upon returning to the 
Countrylhe confronted (£Ir. Donovan^ and was told that he had not issued the 4 ' 
required legal papers in order to obtain this deposition. . 


(Hr. Houston stated that he: had not filed an assault suit against Hr. 
Hubbard after much consideration. He stated that he did not want the 
publicity which would evolve due to his other suit which was in process^ 
^r. Houstonjstill intexids to contact Mr. Hubbard for deposition after 
filing the proper legal forma. This case is still outstanding. Ho trial 
has been held; however, several motions have been filed. 

Gar. Houston^stated that/his client, Mr. Joseph Ettelaan^)wa3 required to 
join the Founding Church of Scientology£jn order that the business deal 
with L- Ron Hubbard could be consummated^} Houston}offered to ac¬ 

company ms on an interview wifch^Mr. Ettelmanj^who he felt would be able 
to supply much information about the Founding Church and other organisa¬ 
tions of L. Ron Hubbard, and who would be a very willing witness if 
needed in any court case. 

I intend to interviewer. Ettelman)at my nextqpportunity. 


C?/) 

cc \£~a 1 ty 
cc QC BFA 
GDTi!roe:ins:rb 


George D. Tilroe 
Inspector, Baltimore District 


1/30/63 
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Founding Church'of '"Sclentology 
Distribution’ Center - fac~ - 
The Hubtard Guidance Center 
Etc., Washington,, D- C.. 


January 30, 1963 


MEMORANDUM FOR FILE 


Oh January 29 I interviewedc ^-.„MaJ-cx dm- 1 HQMS_tan^ Att orney, wi th offices 
= at duyr6"‘Vermbht Amnuft, N. . fr/sCsfifngton Houst<3l > was re¬ 

ferred to me by Mrs. Sisk of the Gener al Counsel'soffTee as an' indiv¬ 
idual who' had been connected with an ^assaultSy‘~TT r 'Eon "Hubbard*’* rrT MrT^ 
««SustotT)supp1ied the following information. , - 


Joseph Ettelmar 


a. jewelry manufacturing.plant became close 


T frTdndsTwXtnMr r'L. Ron-Hubbard sometime in- 1958. Mr. Hubbard became 
, a partner with Mr. Ettelman in this jewelrvxi&riuf ac turing operation and 
■ * supplied Ettelman: with credit\of $50,000./rThe jewelry firm was to make • 
pendants containing signs of the Zodiacyfor Mr. Hubbard's use in the 
^ related firms of the Founding Church of Scientology. . These pendants were 
to be given to the,auditors dependina^upon their progress arid status in 
the organization. The various J^jdi^c^symbols would indicate their status. 

. Mr. Ettelman was also “wiEn^nioney for down payment on manufac- • 

turing equipment by Mr. Hubbard./\As Mr. Ettelman had difficulty with 
the IRS, Mr. Hubbard suggested ^a't the property of the jewelry firm be 
sold to Mr. Hubbard. . Immediately upon the sale the property was leased 
on a five-year basis back to/Mr. Joseph Ettelman. Difficulties then arose 
V When Mr. Hubbartj declined to make further payment on the machinery which 
V uie had supplied the down'.payment for aiid Mr,'Ettelman had various suits 
** Joytstanding for the claim. \ - 

\k Miss MarJLlynlRo uit song jthen filed a complaint for the/Foundihg Church . 

. of & Sbferi”to logy against /Mr. Ettelmanj on the basis- .that-'' the contract for 
the sale,of the property was made under, false prete^q. The contract 
V!" .indicates in fine priht', that, the pr operty.. was _f remand clear. The J- 
Founding Church clairaajfl\that. they had’-no contact/With^Mr. Ettelman)other 
! ■. ' than the sale of this/property., (This charge was filed in Hyatts villa, . 
Mch on July 20,. .1.959}- ... ‘ 

• - (jlx. -Ettelmart^as placed “in jail three 'different: time's and each time-was 


released, on bond<fwhich bond was‘ increased in .Va/ue up to $4,000. He was 
then indicted aft Gtand Jury in Upper Marlboro ,/Md.- and found not guilty. 
Attorney Houston theno^tained a complaint oy falbe arrest which was' 
filed in the District of Columbia On January 4,-I960 and id referenced 
as DC-14-60. ... . . 
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Attorney Houstongas able to determine that Mr. Hubbard would be in - 

'■'tud Wasnxngcon^area on January 4 and that he was living at th e Shoreham 
Hotelunder an assumed nameJames OW@fi. /ferorney Housto n and a. * 
process server, Mrs: Cynthia Steketee.Harrison, proceeded theShoreham 
Hotel to serve the papers on five separate individuals or organizations. 
These included^the Founding ChuVchyof Scientology\of the District of 
Columbxhv, the/Founding Chur.ch of\Seientology of NeV York, Mary Sue 
Hubbard, b,^oh. Hubbard and Marilyn Routsong. Upon\confronting Mr-. • 
Hubbard wit/Kthe papers Mrs. Harrison's hands'were slapped and the papers, 
were strewp td^fhe floor, on five separate occasionsfight then 
developed/amongst Mr. Houston, Mrs. Harrison, Ron HpobarcF. Mary" Sue 
Hubbard, Marilyn Routsong and a few other individuals who were ,in ac-, 
'companiment with Mr.. Hubbard. Attorney Houston states that Marilyn 
Routsong pounced upon hips, scratched and kicked like a wild cat. 


( Eventually the fight broke up and the papers were given to Mr. Hubbard 
as he entered-an elevator. He again knocked them to the floor but Was . 
informed that the papers had been served. 

Houston)then made arrangements with Attorney James' Donovan who was 
handling the case for Mr. Hubbard, to..take Mr. Hubbard's deposition in 
London, Englandi This was by Gentleman|s Agreement.. Mr.-Houston traveled 
to England but was unable to contact’Mr. Hubbard. Upon returning to the 
Country he confronted Mr. Donovan and was told that.he had not issued the 
required legal papers- in order to obtain this deposition. . 


Mr. Houston stated thathe'^had not filed An assault suit against Mr. 
Hubbard after much consideration. He stated that he did not want the 
publicity which would evolve due to-his/other suit which was in process. 
Mr. Houston still intends' to contact Mr. Hubbard for deposition,,after 
filing the proper legal forms'. This case is still outstanding. No trial 


v^has been held; however,: [several motions have been filed. 




Joseph Ettelman, 1/as required to 
in order that the business deal 
id. Mr. Houston offered to ac- 


Mr. Houston stated that his clients M:. 
join the Founding Church of Scientology 

with L. Ron Hubbard could be con^ummatl __ _ _ __ 

company me on an, interview with/Mr. Ettelman who he felt would be able 
t* supply much information about the Founding Church and other organize-' 
tions of L. Ron Hubbard,' and^who would be a very willing witness if. ’ 
needed in any court case; 


/ 


I intend to interview Mr. Ettelman at my nextopportunity. 


. / ilt 

George D.Tilroe 




Jeorgd D.. Tilroe 
Inspector,. Baltimore District 


cc Balt '. 
cc GO BFA 
GDTilroe:ms:rb 


1/30/63 



